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differences mey be fouud in Table 11._ The

.~ . - . . .

;1-degree. A summary of these

substantive findings which emerge from the comparative analysis of blsck -
. s B
and white student backgrounds and perceptions of the UNC-G environment '

L Y .

'vsuggest a number of impiications for student development.;-_ T

Tk
,,,,,,,,,

A major difference between black and white students, which was . ¢

, }consistent across the students' college experiences, was the need for
8
1

«finencial assistance on the part of most black students. As the background

L . . L ""'.-,.I'..‘. - o . I??’ - . K LI ) o - ‘ s e
o O e Co K ) . REEE N : - e . N R




--‘;.;’?"‘ . :
'~; . ‘ ' R o l‘ab‘lo ll a ¢
oL Summnly of; impqrtnut Biffvrvncox(notwovn Blnck nnd Whlto SLndonLa o
- B Prior to hnLry, For CurrenLly Enrulltd Studcnts and KGCEnt Grnduates S
- Prior to Ent;y_ N o Whité»s' “Black
—*———*——Famiiy—incomE' , : : 'uigher." — —TLower
Need to find, part-time work . tower’ . e Highcr
':Applying and - receiving financial aid . Lower : Htéhér -
. - 'SAT scores - .- . i : v'Higher - Lower . .
¢ Math ability R - Higher _ quéru'_i,
: ":;Need to. improvermath R . . "Lower . *IﬂigheEL; '
. Creative writing R T Higher ““Lower - . .
. Highest degree: exfected -Lower - ngher~»~3‘“‘
High school awards/honors = ' . .-Lower-— . 7 Highef .
tGetting along with others ~ ~ - —-——" 7" Lower . Higher
-ParfiEipation ‘in group athletics 7 Lower Higher
 Stud®t government activities. ; N Lower Higher
- Ethnlc]social activities'fJ R Lower Higher.:
Religious activities : = giT _ tHigher Lower .-
First yéaf houstng preference /7 J’With parents. In dorm
iai'Important reasons for enrolling at university. e .
‘ Parential encouragement to. attend - -  +Higher . -~ = Lower
. Influence of ‘admissions. representasive . Lower .. . Higher :
' Friends enrolling at UNC-G B . - Higher —; .. Lower <
. _Reputation of university = - - .. Higher = - ¢ Lower C -
Presence of Black faculty . -~ High&r Lower i
Expand cross=cultural‘experience : - “Lower - Higher . ° N
Offered better: fiﬁéﬁéialfai& pacﬁaéé-T ~ Lower : Higher
.. _ Father's.education.’ R ... . Higher. . . Lower e
kl‘fFather 8 occupation T Skilled/ . Semi-Skilledl
‘ : ‘ Lo Professional "Service = -
‘_Racial comp031tion of neighborhood - ﬁ:'1ﬂ-Primarily white More integrated
' Use of financial aid office - L . Lower . . Higher-, Vi
. Use. of Special Services office Con - Lower - - . Higher .
- 'Helpfulness @f professor. T - Higher Lower -«
~,”Experiences ‘made -conscicus of race Lower Higher . -~
" Need for black student organization . _. Lower Higher
"~ Devotion to extracurricular. activities ' Higher Lower e
Importance of social activities Lower Higher "
'Recent Graduates~ : %
GPA 4 g. > -Higher 'h. ~ Lower
Percentage married S -  Higher . ——~_ Laoyer
" Percentage- employed full-time RRE “ No difference Yo aifferénéé;
~Percentage continuing. ‘education- . . P .- No- differenfgﬂ' No difference
. Sources used ‘in obtaining employment No difference ‘No difference
= . Type of industry-in which employed . - No difference' - No difference - .
. : Lengfh of time in securing job “No difference  No différence
“Current annual income = . I * No Q%Eferencex"ﬂNo difference.
" " satisfaction with major, - : No-differénce . No,diffefénce' .
Q -*“Satisfaction with institution B —"Noeaifféreﬁce . - 'N&:difference. .
‘_«. . SR L . S - . C '




"~ econointe in'c'o'mea' Wii'o"wer"e. iiv‘in’é in an aiﬁi';egra't'cd--or -’predomina’ntly';.black'

;neigﬁborhoodso Under these conditions, financial aid became an extremely

. . . E e . . N . . . .

;.O. B S0 . ’ . e e " Lo . . . . S v . . i ;i"i; -
~ . o ! v S, ' LT - e oL et . - st [ L
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charactebgstics indicated; blacks typicaily came from faniliés with lower &

PRS-

L . AT = ) e ;’

I

= important 7f777f ‘7w;:77f éfnaéﬁfé decisions to enroll at UNC-G. In'this.i
‘regard the Single gieatest B?Ldent service need noted by biacks was the S

..:pr0V1810n of ass istan ce in- finding part-time work, suggesting that -sumimer

'JOb centers and JOb location centers would be particularly helpful in

<t B S

v,

g;cutbacks in the student aid program and summer job or Job location centers

": generaii

z:_'ﬁééa.ai if roving their math—abiiiti

' h'by the difference in'the GPA for graduating\seniorsﬁ

’expianations are:possible for the continued discrepan

in these ‘areas. should help to incr rease ‘atuaé@'-

;andfactivities;

-¢&lparticipating in

attracting and retaining minority students. Taik of proposed budget

\ .
- = Lo \- "

’ being given current consideration by state and federal governments sounds

. ) ,

tominous indeed in that such developments'could dramatically influence college

. Y

’

T.participation rates of minority students in an adverse manner;

Another difference, which was consistent across “the three time periods,
. .

4 e

?.'was the academic aptitude and achievement of\the students. Black students 3""

Although seVeral

Y 1n academic

BT SR ' '
achievement the'need to improve mathematical abilities nd develqp improved

study habits a:e"seéﬁias particularly eritical by bieck students. Progress ,ﬁ”

.-

.}Qetention rates‘ a- primary

v _stable and/or deciining enroiiments. -f: ; f;f;”L_;ljfl

—— P .

\ .

The third major difference was related to ‘the students sociai interests jﬁ



C oAt .'.’,r:.'-v
sucinl, und polxlical

"orgnnxzatlons Lo furthcr Lho underqtandnnr of culLurnl

-

v—F_

,,,,,,,,, - LIS

A that there is a reai need to recognize dIfferent 1nterests of biack student R o
o )‘ T S P Loy T f' R ‘ L
‘as they enter the upiver61ty. : ,h-;'- j; L v;f :.”‘ o Lo e

=

,,,,,,,,,

» ..
. .

environment fortminority-studentf. This is readily apparent in that the ;'f "‘;f; e

ﬁich emerges is that of.a,rtgk-taker:who LT

u%-éﬁters into campus life with concerns;abbut his_or.hér académic~btcparetion : ;;."
- o ' L i . : .
71hbut relativeiy iIttie support and unde standlng offthE‘nature of the cok&pge
.experlence. College is an unfamiliar experIence due to the fact only thirty-

‘.

P

five percent of blacks compared to s1xty-three percent of whites have fathers 'L? i;fi

. . t .'[ o n . . . : |4
who have attended soxe collegg as well,a the fact that whites recelved R

-

':signrfrcantiy greater parental encouragement to attend UNC-G than d1d blacks.
Similarly, whites Were more likeiy than biacks to have friends who were

r; i ‘.

"enrolled at,the university who could constitute a support group. The fact

’that black students reported a significantly greate*\humber of experiences

s B

R - in which they ;\k@ made conscious of the1r race and felt a strong need for a "” ;):

;biack student organization suggests that more negds to be done if black 53 S e

-/‘, - .
~

-l'academic aspects of ‘the un1vers1ty community. Faculty couid be most- Infiu-

v

ent1al in this process. Howevﬁr; the present perception as revealed by
- . o ‘ .:;?.
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likcly Lo feg}.that pro[essors do not }{n out’ of Lhcir way Lo help Lhcm.
Thc Whole arca of fnculty-b&ﬁck student rntcraction nceds morc nLLanion..l

£

Finally, h fact that no*major differences were found ip the employ-h;;s' if

ment characteristlcs of black and white graduates suggestS'that blacks

¥
A W - [N B 0 .. B
Lo .

FVS—

v are Heing Integr ed more fully in a pluralistlc society.i Another

seem to have been-modélated shortly after graduation. Most_importantw

l»,_.

- ."‘. L.
‘_'u
2

. v G -

K B ”77_-,..217 : .
held by recent bfack, raduates cdmpared to* currently enrolled black students. S

percentages of black and white
.Were'substantially greater for-f

o _ ,ln a separate but related

\

LY
;

The percentage of Black seniors who would attend UNC G

-

For white senlors an

graduation.
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o Impllcntidhs for. 1nsLiLuLlonn1 Raaanrcﬁ DR j';:;f.', S Qg;”uﬁ oo
;ng The stﬁdy reported herein has attempted to synthesize findings from a

'f number of student oriented studies conducted by a. singie institution._ However,ﬂ-;:
the—primary—obJect1ve—gf*the—study—and—related—studies—-—_understanding‘the“c‘;;ctﬁr

beackgrounds and perceptions of students prior to entry aL point of entry,\fc.

AN

:h;’fwhile in process, immediately prtor tU graduation, and within a year after_pﬁ/-‘

i

S ngaduation - is shared by fiost offices of 1nstituticndr'research. erEf

such studIes, It is aPParent that a well-planned progra »of.research ratheru;;"

fff?by rape;.

o 'wdata se;s bver a. peripd of time and the concomitant requxrement of posing ;i_; LT

——y - \ S . . :
LI .

o ques, ons in:a con i tent format‘ An item pool approach to the construction
. ? : Co L
o of surveys may be hélpf”

fin ssuring consistency as opposed to the'more
common tendency to construct surveys from scratch without regard to the

4 .

manner in which stmilar 1tems were posed in previous years. L h}: ‘J‘F;ux

year. The dilemma centers“upon the desirabiIity of merging data sets to

‘. r'- '

- interest:cr

P -~

: mayabé mbréi'

e
R

)jtf“Similarly, the need for continuity in posing sim11ar questions bn a year .

.,4' 3 .
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reaearch efforts of individual conatituent instrtutroqs withxn a multi-camiﬁs

Yo . ~ :
gsetting. Regardleaa of whether or no?ilocally deviseﬂ items are included In '

— -

aﬁ—institutionls—surve'

v o 5 ~ ) : e
ot o . . . : . : . B .
: . . .

need to. inﬁprpret thei fi ai;ga i w'roader context than a aingle 1nst1-'

, tution (Relchard 1980). One means . for accomplishing this end is p1ac1ng,

. greater reliance upon the conduct of i terinat tutional reaearch. : .

. ;l.7ﬁJ: The Inétitute on- Deaegregation at North Carolina Central Univeraity
'f'(Smith 19805 haa emerged as an important—vehicle in the promotion *and s o
: . o ‘ DB .

“3, aharing of interinatitutional research.' The existenCe of five traditionally

Vf"{@ﬁ'black and’ eleven traditionally white publicly aupported institutions w1thinf'

"
..

_ North Carolina.haa contributed to the vitality of reaearch in this area on al
SR S - -
s voluntary baaIs, apart from the contxnurng controversrea thh HEW's Office

4 . . B B R ., e {
. . . . .
-

“for Civil Rights.

o Another meana ‘for - broadening the context in which institutional research.

;-ia 1nterpégted ia by placing greater neitance upqn the use of atandardized

e . inatrumenta, thua providrng additional national or 1natifutional data . .
o R L

eference points as well as several developing literature bases agarnst

S

. which to contrast a srngle institution's f1nd1ngs. Thus, 1f questions are .

‘_7, .

baaed on the more broadly baaed higher education resanCh or in theory

: .-rather than inatitutional pragmatics, the posaibility of gaining faculty '
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